pot surprise us, if only in view of the novelty of the prob-
lem.
In my statement at Ihe beginning of the discussion on
this question, I presented, for the Soviet Government, a
detailed account of the armed forces of the Soviet Union
on the territories of other United Nations, and also on
the territories of former enemy states, as provided in the
respective armistice terms. Thus, the Soviet Government
has laid its cards on the table, as Mr. Connally here
proposed, and has shown how things stand in regard to
Soviet troops abroad. We have also heard the French rep-
resentative, who likewise dwelt on this question. He ex-
plained how things stand as to French armed forces on the
territories of other states. We have heard a statement by
the Chinese representative. He reminded us that during
the war there were Chinese troops on the territories of
Burma and Indo-China, and stated that after the conclu-
sion of the war all Chinese troops had left foreign territo-
ries and returned home.
Thus, of the five great Powers, the Soviet Union,
France, and China have here presented an official account
of the state of affairs in regard to their armed forces out-
side their borders. Unfortunately, we have heard nothing
of this sort either from the representative of the United
States of America or from the British representative. They
have not given us this information, evidently considering
that there is no need to speak of such matters before the
representatives of the 'United Nations organization.
We cannot, of course, demand that information regard-
ing the troops of every state on the territories of other
United Nations be presented right here, at this Committee.
At the same time, we have no grounds for asserting that
tKe United States of America and Great Britain will refuse
to submit information regarding their armed forces on
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